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^ ^ ^ 11 f^if^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ jnRieT 

3)P | R^ cTPTcT Rnicf) 19 31Wt, 2006 4^1 ^ 

4TRr3?i wmn. ^ ^ TJtosrf ^ ^ 

! efFH Tpqrr $JT I ‘ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

* (ii). WT y4)4rll3?t 3TR ^ t fyW^ ^ 

i m ^0 400 ^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ RmM TRp 451 aft i ; ^ ^ _ 

' (iii). ^ "Tj wiR ^ arjHR, TT^ ^ tiw i5 2007 % ter t 

(iv). ^ Tiaft ^ ^ W# ^ W 4ft 4^ 4) ^ 3nft 4^ ^ WTef^ ^3Wft 

3rj?TR PiRxirf 4m4icrRr ft eft w 4 ?t 11 

24 ft) l-ft^ f^4T4j 14 4R4ft, 2007 ^ Wfft'HK ft, 21 Wft, 2007 4ft 4(^ iftt 4M? ftt 4ft aft % 4? 

ftt3TR3ft g4Rf 4ft 4^ 3OT OT4 4Tf^ 4^ I ftf44« ^ 4? 3^ ^ fft)4T W aiT fft> 4T TRtUfft^ 4ft ft 
Rr 4ft 4Tf4Rr 4?ftft 4Tft 4>wftvft 4154 31^ MWlfftcl 4ft 44 ^lftft44 ftft 1 

3 . 1 . i 14 4Rfta4 ft, ft 3ftR ftcT 4WR 44Telftlf ft ^ 400 ftft ailftlftt ft 44R ftt 

4^ ft fft4T4j 12 31^. 2007 4ft 4444 41^44 fft4T a^T | 

3.2. 4444 ft 414 4OT 444ftft ft 44t4 4? 4T4lft4^ % ftJft 4T[ f: 

; (i). 34414 3fR fft4f4 44ft ft ft4 3Tft|44 3fR 3lftfttft ft ^44 ft gftftTcT ffttj 44 ^ fftm W ft 

ftft44 ft ^ 

(ii) fftRl4 ftft 44 ^414 444 ^ 4T7ft! ft cpRft tftfft^ ^ 4ft f^4I ft 3#^ ft?4 t ftft- ^ 46414 

fftiT ^ ft 3P4 ftft44 ft ^ ft 34444 ft Iftft4, tft 4ft'ftaftft4)^ 

344^441, 34fft I s _ _„ 

(iii) , ( 4 >). ft to 4 ^ ft 4 44144 ) 49 ft ft fel 4 44444 ? IT 4 41 ^ 34^^44 

1444 ft 4^ ftto ft to 4^ Iftf^ 441el4) (ftt4431K3ft) ft fft^Rfclte 3TfftR44 
4lclfftW 4ft 0444 4ft TJ4 4Rft ft f^ 40 1300/- ftft ftt 3lfftR44 4T44 44 3144141 aj]: 

ft 444^ ft 4M4 44R 41^ ftt 4^444 ^0 500 

444? .4lft ft 444l)ft 44 Mt4 444^ ^0 400 

B4^ ^ 4ft4 to l^:! 44R 4lft ft "^0 400 

^0 1300 

(19). ftto^aft ffteboM ft, ft44’ fftRT4 ^ 441cl4 444414 ^^fftlT 4? ^ tHcl9)^ ftt 4444^4 

fto 411441 3fR to fftfftg44 p\ 4?ftto 4tft4cl 44Tc4{ft gKl 4Bf^ ftt 41lto 1^ 

( 4 ). ft i ;! 4 fttcft ft 4irftt 444 ft 3ito 5 4^, 2006 ftt tw ft ^R4Fi ftft ai^ftto fto. aiT ftt 
to4tfr ftt ft44to ft 1ftf^ ftef) ft 31Tft 4Tft 344 tolftt ft fttot ft 4Ft44 ft Wl 
srfftfto 4fftfftto 44 fftWI44 to ft '1cl4 .to9 srfftfto C1T4?[ ft fft4 1300 ftft toi 
ftt 4^ ft tel4 ftw W4I all I 

(iv) ^ ftt4431R3lt T? ftft Wlfct 4€t 44 41^ aJt, ft4^1 to ft tftftt tolftjft 441414 44 4^4ft 

ft fft4 47^ tofft 4fel ftt 4^,aft fftto toto. 44444444 . tol444, 444431lftlto, 
ftt^antocl, ftl4ftR 3fR to ft 4441 4lfft4 ft 1 

(v) . aififto 01144 efftnoi irantot afR 4toii3it ft ft 4 4 ift 44 ^ an i 

(vi) . toto ft.4544 ftol 44I0I41 ft ^ T1 19 31441, 2006 4ft 31^151. toto^ftt 3M5R11 ft to 

ft to clft 4 ^ aft ftoft 34 R 4 to, cIIRM 44144 ftt toto ft I ' 3 icR to 44 ft 4 J 1 F 414 44 Tcl 4 

( 31 lto 344 r^^) 4 ) 14 tol to ft fol 4 tofto 4 ft 44 aftll 4414 to ft fol 4 ^ to 4 cl 414 fftftt 

e[ft 4 cl ft fttof 44 444 R 4 Rft 444 3 lRffto ^RlRlRtft ft fol 4 4 ^ fft 4 ^llft 4 l ftJ^o^ ~ y 4 i 4 ft 
ft to ftntot^t, 44444444, ftt444^, 44443iifttot. \jit^i3nto4oi sfR ft rR Pi (ft ft 4ft 441 
to 4pr{^ 4f^ ftt 4i ftt I 

(vii) . (4)). to 4fft1rf ft (ft4^eft’ T? 44)tol aft 1 (ft<409 3f[4 444^ 4(ft(ft ft fft4R 4tft 41Tof4)I4^ tft4 

44 
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M 1300/- ^ aif^R^ 

fM«T[ ^ f^T% cH^ 
^ Sf^Icff grO 47J^ 1^ 

'JlJkjA 3ft7 ^ ^ 

Tif^^ ^ 3?^ 31^ 

efferli c^ TOT m ^ i 


^ 1300 ^ 3lfc!fw ^ 

^ TimFncT ^i 45t 

3^ ^ dir yM4>d 
gRT flif^d wi ^ ^ 

^ uTM^ 3jk '^HMH ^ WR 

4^ 4IW 3rgT 4)t 




f^ ^0 1300 git aiRlKchi pirct g 

d gWM ^ ^ yB7?R ^ 4?4i?r 

flrt^fn pn^d gm g^ grr TOf( t. gdf^ 
flidg pn?d .4^ 45^ (Id^ 3i?r4T RPi^cw 
gj^) 4>t 4Rdt4> 4ll 7t ^ 4?^ 

^ ^ TOR t RT^ cRcIT t 

3jk 4 It Hf^d gM ond^ 4 yg ^F?4dt 


i^id 44) clR*1c1 gRI 3R4 CRiPl ^ 
gj^ C^ 4FRR ^ wr 4n^ 4)t 

dn44T 41# o^friRtW ^ i#? 4^ 4>t 

yfl^ 4T# srfcfRgg cTRcf #J4d^ ^ 41^44 ^ 
^uR^ 4T# ard## 4R!T 44 1^4% 4^ 4| 
C ld#I 2 3J1^ ^44, gJIggd. 

ogiggiRg) afh? Wl^ #41! 


4R4#. 2005 # RtTO, 2005 ^[4% # anf## 4141 ^T # RiRfcT 414 12 4l^ # I 
3M4T 444iR34|## SM ##3n#f#er ^ Rtf^T ^ # 4g?44 # 7T44 ^ 
3114## ^ ^ 12 4RRT?T, 18 yRtHld, 24 dcRM # 3rRj4)44 30 irfcRm # RiRr 4^ 4? 
R4R gx^ ^ gf^ #4<^ dlMtl R444cr ## # 



ar^giHcT ^ 

4I4T#|^# 



rRrT 4141 ^ fwr 

t#j #dl44 
(^ # % cn4?r wrf ^ 

(q-1300X4) 



3,330,000 


l , 78 , 2 Q0<^18 %j 

2.37.600(24%) 

2.97.000(30%) 


231,660,000 

308,880,000 

386,100,000 


(viii). ddcT ^ Pi*^fcifeo RimiRIf git # 

(gi). snldarR^^rart g^ cn^ Rrt vgR l ^ ^ ^ 

(Tf). # #gR "JyR^ 41# 414T # #ter4 30 gf^ ^ te? 4># #jyt 

4I4T ^ # 4TW=f # gfRgg 44 Rlf^d 4T# 41# 3l{rtRcra gfelRW 

P)b4lg4 g4R (^yili'^d) ?)0 400/- gf^ #1^ 471 4^ Rig 44#" 1 
(4). 3n|#3ri^g4# # 4)!#g44 #? 3|RRcW 4444 4^ 47J# # ^ 4)4 # 4)4 g^ 41? 4?# 

4rfR U#4vTF# # 4444)# R14R glRfl 44# R)4! gfig 1 

(^r). ## 4# # #4 g|?4R # ^ 44# # 47J#t 4)# # f#g 44^ ^4^ # 31fHR #gg4# 

# 4Rr arpPT # 4|^ ggg i 

(?.). RRtct 44# # gRmn # Rrctt # ar^ s? 4i? 4)t argRr # 4M4 ^ 4oo/- gRr 

4^ 4^j# # grdsiT # gng I ^ ^ V. V 

(ix) . ddcT 4# RigiiR# # ar^SR. aid^aiRgg# # 15 4R4#. 2007 # ^ 45# alR ?}Ri^ d#r# # 

^54R# 41# #J# 34 ### 4M # f#g 4^ 4W4 # 31^ ^ 400 gfrT (4# # aiOT) ^ 
gi# # 1#g cgrgR f^4Tg) 17 4144#, 2007 44# R)4T 44T SIT t 

(x) . 34|#aiRgTl# 15 4R4#, 2007 # gggTTaill## afR ##3n##gpl^ 4^ 'H64R| # ^ Rigl^W 241 

arrldangg^rart # gggRgg^r # cigRgKT, 4#, 2007 # ^ ?RT an|## g#4# 44 aiRm Rtr wi 
anfdangggart # g?# 3.60 R# g^’adsg #4^ 2.45 R411 


4. # ?fT giRgiiRT # ar^dr Rigi 24 R) gRtg# sRgpi # gwi # ^ 541 # 4t# ani## "ra # 

felg gcfgH 4^?4r4 # 3 Tp 44T 15 gR4#, 2007 # "550 400 gtcf (gR aiRRga) 4^ g'fj# ar^RRg # ^ 

go^ 4 /dWi ajR #4^ y#<Kii anw ^ ^?4g ti Rte <p# 4# R gRr^irr # Rfr? # arjTiR w 4 t? 4^ aigRr # 

gggrg ^ 400 ^gfcl #1^ # gg 4^ gr#!3T R^ 4i# 44 gM4 R)41 W 11 
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aitv ^ sratw ^ fc#raf ^ ^ 

3.3. ^ ^ ^3n#%C^ ^ q? f^TH "IT iftr T-^ fVr n 

^ ^ artte d, 


L+®^- 

.^tr^ 


.OT ^piT y^' 

^ ^ imr^ 

(3nfa^ IRT^3fr) ^ ^0 400/- ^ ^ ^ 

^ qc^ (^Iq^rM) 

^ ^ ^ TOT3n^#^ 3jk 

siy[ HTjifdcf cP?»icll q? 2006—07 ^ 

Mm ^ M t\ ^ ^tRir 

{^)^ ^ 2006-07 f\ wm ^ ^ t 

3ft? qqq?T3TTt#^t m\ 

^ qrirf^ ^ ^ 

TOto ^ jmm ^ ft cl^ 2006-07 ^ 

f^ 3m ^ ft^l 




(^Y ^ qft 20o3^^rT2oo^or?^ 

ft"^ ^1 


i 


TOTOn^tia 3ft? qM3TT^%M ft qft 
2006-07 ^ ftkH ft q^Raci qR-cifclq) 

w?qmm; 

- 13,05,062 

qq^3?T^fft^ - 13.59,125 

yMon^ftl^d - 6.34,134 




32,98,321 tii^l 


^^2003-04 ^ 2005- 
c^ ft; 


-06: 




(q). ft 15 2007 ^ w qr? c^ 

"5)0 400/- qf^ 4 imrrfftcT ^ qft ?rift5n fftiq 
^ q? irmR %7rr 11 3jaf t fft, y?^TTfft?r q? 
qft 2007-08 ft 15 m^. 2007 ^ cTFI ?M! 

^ ^ WH31]^ WJfJ 

^3#ftqer C^ cftftq? i[ 1^ ^ 

^ 3T^i#rfr ^ ?iiTT ^ ^ ^ 

2007-08 eft fciq am' ^ ft^rr ^ i 



Wff3n^#ir aft? qM3n^%^ ^ 
^-mn qirft cfi^ ai^qrfftcT ^ ^ 

WT ft efft 2007-08 ^ ^ zncmim 

^ 


2003-04 ^ 2006-07 c^ ftt?H ?^ ft' 
mm 3ft? M 2 007-08 ^ ftt?R 


PP.??. 






qmm 


12 , 00,000 


13,00,000 


10 , 00,000 


35,00,000 


"qft 2003-04 ^ 2006-or?ft ftt?H qgf^ 3 jt^ 
2QQ7 r08 ^ ftto fftn? ^ ^ f^ 
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fS.). ^ 2003-04 t 2006-07 

y^f^ci afk ^ 2007-08 

'jIT^ ^ 1^! 

l^l%r 3Tl|^ 4^^ ^ w 

ciR»1ef—^ I 


^ 2003-^4 2006-07 ^ SPgi^cI M 2007-08 

^ ^ ai^HlI^cl ^ 3#M 4)^ ^ ^ 




oTT# ^f) 



KsaKmKEEaEEaKEaMi^Kzai__ 

■ i y ,fiM ga M i . r «>tign MET ftKMB r i ¥rMTOi»TMgHi:a i 


(?f), vdH^trn (^) ^ (3.) ^ 37?^ Ji1% ci.’q^et vjti^ qieft ^ ^ hR^pci’I ^ ^wi, Rlt^a ♦irai 
sn^' A wm 3if^ ^■- ^ A ^ ^ 24 37^r?m i> 

ii'Wlff^cT ^ ■^T’ffefT c|5t uTR I 97T: 



06 


06 


06' 


aPTW 06 


65907 

13883 

. 64127 

16391 

68647. 

18379 

65342 

15365 

66006 

16005 



■sfftaTRaft ^ crji4'*^4H cRqWRT 45FTt cfl^ c|5^^ ^ ^ 
WR ^ a#^ ^ wft ^ "^0 

400/- 37f^ wA ww 

wiRci an^^ w ^ 30 ^iter m A w stti tif ^ 

t % A ^ Am anl#^ i> 

cj^ 1^ ^ Mm ^ vjiFf ^ FKT an^ ^ ^ 

5fFf^R A\^ MTcP# ^ arj^mr fl^ ’trt wt 1 1 ^ 

FRT ^ Mm i^mM ^ I’? ^ tA\ 45t 3?te ^ arte 
A) ^ «r4!f^4> S7T i "Tf^aiKafl A> 

^ TR^TMicf, dteft ^r pA ^ arf^ Am t 

#fnt^ iHr mt t; 



W^-07 

( 15 / 2/07 ^) 
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^ ^ ^ to 3fk Piy^l 

A iiBter ^ 

^ 3<^HlP!d f^lf^ J 3I^^TcT A> 
3n?TR TR ^ ^ 3I^f$RT 

3?jctf^ ^ cTO ^ ^ 

^ Wf4 oTFTcf, 

IfRT ^ ^ MRchcld 313^ I ^ A. 
-PtHf^te 'fW 

(^). ^ ^ ^ 3n^#^ TO 30 9lrf?m ^ 

3TraKi 


(^). ^ ^ t f^ ^ 3TTf?ft^ 

^i ^ 4 TO TOT^t, 

2005 ^ 2005 31^ ^ 12 yf^ sJt | 

M ^ sn^#^ A ^ Rff^ 

3ji^'(jl<^ cf7(^^'(l 30 yfcRTcf \i-^m hi>i 

fAw. w(A wn MR4>cHd A '^RdiRd 30 vi^m 

_,^^— 

^ vimfA^ ^ ^0 1300 ^ ^ "^io 

400 vAA yR ^ 11 ^0 1300 yf^ ^ 

3T?EiR ^ ^ tR yp y^ ^ 

y^d ^ Rry silciRdd dR^RW ^ p yro 

yro w ajT t ^ 1300 yf^ yy srmR 

^ I y? v^'dM ^ ywd‘ y^ 3ipR %. 

^ y^ yy M yy ^ ^ 1300 vAA y^ 
y^ y^ yRyuHia# ^ w^l 


(yj). yf^ y^ y^ yir^ yr^ y^ ^ yRy>cid 
w ^ ^ RrRiy ^ yrmd yy ytef ^ 
3?Tt^ TO ^ 24 yf^ ^ 3f^ m ^Amh 
'% (i) (^) ^ TOy' ^ <?TO TO 11 #3IR3jt ^ 

yrorod i ^dRym 3 t1^<p A wit A 

yyyf yr^ y^ ^ wyy y^ yRyiro mA 

p RiRrt yyyt ^ ywry '400/- vAA yy 
y^ ^ wi u^Rdd y^ yy^ yr# mAA^ syf^ 
TO yy 30 yf^ yRyrR^ycr 3fR T^ryrR fcTiyr to 

gyi ____ 

(^). TOy (i) (^i) 3iR (ii) M A f^. TO 11 


^0 1300 y?r yy yy 3T[^ ^ y^ R^iy> 

12-4-2007 Ryr to toR, y? ^ Ryy 

to t: 


^ ^ ddv!t^ A> ii^di^ yy)>! yr^ y^ 
yRyi^ 

^ 500 

yyy? yy yyEr p 

TOTlf 

^ 400 


^ 400 


m 1,300 


3nt^^i3TRTry3it ^ ^nrnrf ^ Wttt A> toi 
( yiTO, 2006) yyf^ ^ yroy ^ srpR 

RnfciR^d y^ A^- 

"yi^ yii ^ ^ 3RTyT RciTO; (cto 

3TT^^ y^ A^) ^0 1300" 

xjy^y^ yy ty?-^ ?yT yyyy '^RdiRd Riyr to t: 

Rp^-3jtd (^ TOTT^) - ^ 400.00 
qRcl^d - ynO 500.00 

Riy^- 3 iTy> (yitdy yr^ ^f) - ^0 400.00 
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(iv). 


^ t IR^TWr ^ w 
’T#?! cj>!HM ^ 7R TTlte TTcff ^ 
TTT^T^I 


n = p = ^i f ^ci ciT^iH 3plt^ WR ^ mm ^ 11 ^ 

^ g5t.7WTW Rte wf ^ yicfTicTi 30 
^ ^ #RR ^ ^ 400 (^ 

390/- m 400/-) ^ ^ 7^ f I ^ 

45]^ ^ l#7Icf 35 ir^ t Cit ^ ^0 

455/- 5ta cit^ BT 'JltV'^li 3?R Jf^R \TO ’uq T^ ^FJT 


Rtte wit 

4ir ®/J 

aifriRcRt ■mt\ Ht^ <?t|7j^ 
(Tnte ^0 

12 

156 

18 

234 

24 

312 

30 

390 

35 

455 

40 

520 

45 

585 

50 

650 


^ ^ TR ^ yR^iuMi ^ t!) 


7. ^ 19 2007 ^ ^ 4>|ijfd^ ^T STRfU^ ^ t|^ sft I ^T, 

v^^h 41^, 3fR 3Rito ^ 3i^ Rf^ 

8. (i) 7!^ ^ 1^ Rp^ Tjf 3?^ ^ chH4)N ^ 'HlRR4) t 1% ^ 

^ ^fif^ y7 Tjf^ ^ t eft 3^7 TTIRimW,^ cfPKT ^ 4>H4)N ^ ^mpJ 

^mR! # Tnte ^ ttwt 11 ^ ^ ^ eJt % ^ ^ 7m ^ 3 2007 ci^ 

^1 ' 

(ii) . -TOrsn^TM ^fk ^ M dfer ytnc^l ^ arg^ ter m f^ wgc^ 

^ ^ ^ -3^^ ^'«l^ ^THH ^ ^ TnRfcT ftef uTT^ cflf^ ^ ^ ^33^ cR-icll ^ TIRT 

^ ^ yi>{i'R|cf) ^ KFT ^ TT^^I 

(iii) . #? 3 Rf ^ ^teff ^ T^cii^ ^ ^ ^ 71 ? ^ te erm l^wi ^ te^R 

i ?7i7^ ^ Tmi ^ api ^ter ^ im ^ amerr f^cte Tter ^ ?7 t^ ?rt ttRi- tw 1300 nRr 

1 1 ^ m\^ ^ ^ «St f^r te ^ter imra^ 5 rt yRr^Rd Rs# ^ tete 3 

2007 cl7f>^! 

9 . ?7T ^TPik ^r trfr! Tfwsft te^rW m ^nte^r # c^rote ^r arRitet # 1 1 ?im tetet aik tm 

^ gM f^ ?T^ ^ W nmte ^ ^ ^ t ^ WITI ^ ^ FHkt http://tarifrauthority.gov.in ^7 

TNcTST I 

10 . ?7f Tpi^ Tilt tem^ 7^ 7m 73 ^ ^ 7f^ tefRte R^ te t: 

(i). wwT ^ arRrter ^ xpR^jter Wt^ czjcprjt if ate 4 t aik ^ 

rjTn^ ^ 7# te ttef ^ cTP; ^ ^ 71^ ?7r yil^4>7ui sttt aig^Df^d afk arR^picT 

^ ^snUtii ^ aicRR ^ Tfcii# t te cJTO aRTR te t te^ te ^ aignlRd ^ 

^ I M aiichR^ctidi ^ te 5mT te ^ H^iMcddl aik te ^ arg^if^ ^ t ^ 

MTdlRd te aimi7 tR cRJd 4R aik TM ^ 7M ?7f TflteTW ^ TTRM IRp 

TRite 5r^ te-RrM A RPite ter m ti 

71? te t Ri MWite vtete ?RT ttI^ Tite Tj^ Rn?)Tte ^ mm ^ ^ ^ 11 

TRIRT WH Tite ^ RiMilRj^it Tilt vHdlPlCd! ^7 fliHRl^d TT^- m 7t t, M TlRlf^ 4 teM tet 

m ^ ^7^ ^ te 3M m m te irmte ti^ ^ t 
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^ yft ywif^d yw ^ ^ ^rrf^ ^ A ^ 2006 

^ ^ ^ sfr I ^ yWlRd ^ ^ cf^ ^ WTR 2007 ^ ^ 

aiT ^ y'WiRd ^ 2007 ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 Vi^ 5M ^ 

3i^fc, ^i^Jif^r, y^y ^T%er w srri fn \jc^ ^ 

^ yit^IcRTTf ^ ^ MifWd ^ 31^, 2007 ^ ^ y^^TTcT <lf^cH iW «TT, 

yyR ^ y>t '$ ^ ^ yif y^yicT aitr yrorf^' y5t ^^f)3ycr c^ cfwr 

^ wy?^l 

^ ^ |y, fM wm^ - wrayf#^ ^ ^ ^ 

yrl^fcPT'y arg^ yj^ yy yji^ y^ l^ryi I c^ycT yfy yy y-wiy \jHy>t f^iyPiy)' c^ \3^ 

ar^l^ f^yi .w ay yyc^ yyyyy ^ ci^ yysfef ?nt^ yj^^ y^ yiwf yi[ ^yr w sit yt 

^3^ ary^ ywy ^r ’ft yy^ ^yyy ^nfftcT Iftyj ynft yy ^gsrry fftyr sy 1 

w yyrft yft any^yyyy y# t f% ^ ^ mm y^t t aT% yit^Twr 
yy y? yr^y t 1% y? aryft ^fyiyii^w^ eft ■jftyy ygryory ^yr?? arfeftftyy eft ^^y^ yy sr^yre^y 
'^Pi^T^d y5^ I yf^ y^rH ^ f[ aiyfteryr y^^ t ?ft vj^ft yFryoH ■yury ad^Piyy eft ^yysft yy 

ywray y^ ayy ysft ^ yy^yrf yyrft yft ftft yy y^y ^ y^ ysyr 11 

yrryy ft, »ftyy yy^ fftyj yy yyyjft ft, y? yrf^Tyyry ftfyyftfftt ft 15 yyyft, 2007 ft cTr*!^ yyift yft 
yfteynft argftryy yyjy yryft ^ yiyft yy fftyiy yr?ft ft ^^^yyy y^ yryyrT sy i fftyg, y? yryft ^ % 
ycfyiy yyy^ vftyyft^ ft aryTyr^ yTTW^.ylftTyTycT ^ yy yfftyry t, |y yite^ ft yyy w 
aryyryr t aik ?yT yjyft yft Tjftyyift ar^ftryy ^ fftry 

s 

(ii) . ^ftyyft^ ^ arift^jpiy yyyn ft yrft ft y^ yrft aryyr ffteftyer; arn^ftl^ yrftyft ^ afk' 

'«yeid ^ yyift yft y^ yy yyyy ?nfft^ 1 1 fftlft^y arr^ftt# ft ftyyW ft yjftyy sfftyftt yy 
■ auftyM yjftyy ^ ft^yyyyyy ^cfiyyyftti^yTftwyftlyTtfft) yftyyftt, Iftfftgyy ii yyi^ 
ft yiyifftyr y?ftyy yfftyy c^ arcyyr, yy> ftftyy clftyei ft aftftyr i Iftry yryifftyr yrftyft ft yTyryryy 
ftyciy ^ feiy fftf^ ^ yy nyidi ftt yjyyf 11 yry anftftrft yrft^, f^rftt fftfty yfftycr ft 
yryrffty, fty ft ftftycfli ft ft fftftt ft fty yift ft yyyyyy yryr ^ggftft yft yrrft t ft yftyy 

yy afcR ftfty^ ysTryiyyiy anyyyc^ aiyR^ift aifciRem yfftft^ ft ynft t |afty ^ yyyy, arfftRyy 
cTiyy 1 ailft^ yyR yyj^ yy ftftfty yyyjy ^ yy^ ft yyyft 3yyi t fft yyyyyy fftf^ 3T^^ 
yftyft ft 'ftxi'c^y ft ftft yy ytnery yry y?T 1 1 

(iii) - N- cRdei yyTcTyft aft? yfty^yaft ^ yay yry^ft, ftqyftft yy yyciry yyr yyyyy wtct yy^yy 

11 yiyyry ft, yy?ny yryfftyr ftyygryftf yft yy? yrfftfft yft tftyyfM ft 3 ^ |3tt 1 1 ^ 

yitoyiy ft y^^ yyftyrft ft yyteaft ^ yj?r ’m m ft yftyyyy ft f ftft ft v(m^ yjyft ft 
Bey^ fttft yrft’TfcTftEi yft ^ y>yft yy yft^ apy ifty^ yry 11 
(w). yftyyrycfy gryr yry ft ^^5^ yrryf^, yfOT yy ft ysicpift ft ft yy? yy Iftyy m 11 

fftyftft^^yry Iftf^ p\ yft gyyr yyft t ft aftry ftftyn ymery arlfty? fftryTyr ^0 4oo ftft 

ft yymfftcT y?R ft aiiftftyrr ft ^ ftft j y% ftftftn My y^ro 4oc vk\ yft yy yyjft yy 
t yftfft ftftyrvd'TJ yrfl^T yrft yftyvnft yiyr yr^M yy 11 

(iv) . M ft yft fftyr yy yryyy t- fft ftftycT anftftft yftyft ft yMfy ft f^ arfftfty^ 

ftftftf^ y?ycy t fttfft ar^y ftftyft ftt yfttftcT t y^ ^yryft ft fftf^i^ ^ ftcTRi ^ ti 
yyi’TTffty? t fft ftftyft yft arf^fftycr yfftlftlft ft arfftlftsT cMct y^ftliftftt yfty^yaft yy 
adftRy^ t toft ftftyy fftftl ftft elftdd yy t yift ft yft ?tft yrUft, yiy ftyft a r f ftRy^ 
eiTycT vjyyy ^ yyft 11 
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^ «(ic|v^, ^ ^ t ^ W vJoiyc^iRicq t ^ 

^ ^ 15^ ^1 ^ to t ^ ^ 

to w 3to ?TO ^ 3?to^ to# # to% toR torcf # ^5^ ^ 

to^ ftoi to 5RT ^ ^ ^1 ^ ^ w^ ^ toto ^ ^ 41^ ^ 

(j 7 H»R ^ >Hil^to to#t ^ ufi^to ^ ti toto ^ ^ tor ^ 3rg#r tor w 

2JT ^ ?to toTK ^ ^f^arr ^i to ^ ^ to ^ to to ^ 

'<flk^^H ^ j • <H^ 5NT to ^ wTcT ^ Ito? toto t\ toto # 3r^ ?t^ 3?ct^^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ t. ^ g^' ^ <t)Pyci cfj^ tor I czfM? arfcif^ toto to 4to ^ to 

^ ^rrw t ^ top 5mr?T ^ -toH ^ ^ ^ to ^ tor t 


(vi). ftocT to ^ 3rto#^ to# ^ ^ ^ 1300 tog, ^ #cifto cto ^^^argirr^ 

eFTpin "w ^i ^4>T 3 # t fto^ to ^ wtocT ^ ato^to toto # "^o i3oo ^ #jpf 
3 rgtoin cTO ^ tot to, ^ to toto toR tozr m w# 11 ^ ^ pn# 

^ toto# ^ to tto^r^ ^ to 11% toR RlPigcm to 5KT rt^ 

uiiyjii to ^ 3toto to# # toto tor^ ^ ^ ^ tor ^ to tof^ito, 

toito 4 wm 4 srtoM toto 4 w ^ to^^wira^nj^ t i ^ ^ 

■^TF toRR^ totot ^ y^RM ^ ^rto ^rft t f^ srfriRcw torW 4 dnci #to‘ 
toto w ^t to ^1 


(vii), w y'Wi<^ ^ 15 yRto, 2007 ^ w w 4 srtor ^ to yto ^ to tj 

tf^nzn' w sjT, yRT^ to Rr4 tritorp 3rfto^ MRrRRr yto f to ^ to tortor ^iRiRR 3# 
to 3Tl%toT WITT cRp to ^ Fy>^ f I to% WT to ^ tor# ^ Tito# ^ to toto 
4 to{ ^ tor to tor tr# toto 4 fttt to to to wtct ## ^ torr to yr, y? yrftoTR 
Tfio 400 to tog, 4 TTF^cr ft 4 i5 yR4t, 2007 ^ u 3nrRT, 2007 ctf> 4 3ito i> fto yto to 
FT ^ Tny ^ 3TgtoF FFTF FRcTT tl 4^44 Ffto# FTTI to to to WITT ## FF FTF 4 3rto 
^ to tott^ 4 to to FT F5T f^rto to ^ to tow to wjfti to t^ 4oo to tog, 
4 FT tt to f4F WTT14 FF FTF 4 sto 4 to FT Mto Fto wr tor FirgFT i 


(viii). to4) gto^ 3rgto ^ ^4tTj to fft t, totot ff trcttf 15 yto, 2007 4 w ftf 4 3to 

4 to FTFlfto FT FTJ^ to 4 to 11 ?TTto, STgtocT FT 14 3rW, 2007 W % tM sfR ^3TrF> 
FFFm FT 4 tor TFTT: t\ TTFIRT 4 FTiy# I tortot 4 TTcTTF 4. to t 4> FF 14 3TW,^ 2007 4 
to 4 3rFl^ 4 to FT to# to ^ 3to Ffto stir g^wtorM fstt totanttor 

3rto3TRW# 4 to FFTjf FT 4 tom 4 to.T)4 FRto #R 20 ^goto, 2007 TTFT tori FF 

■ssito to fI^ f4 4t Tito to4 4^ ft sigtor 4 4 3rto e ftf 4 3to 4 to f^r 
4 FTT^ FT# f4 ft f4rR fr4 ^ I , 


(ix). to(T p\ FF fFTF TTFF itogW p\ 4 pFT ^ 3rte FTnFr.FFT 11^ 31T^3IT^3fr ^ to W 
ton to ^ Iftf tiff ^ gEiR to 4 tmfft 11 Titom, to44 ^ ffift t f4 sirtosTRyF# 
4 ^ to 4 FTFiTT 3iT^t4 Ftort 4 Itoi tiff ^r gFR stift 11 ff ##t to f4 toci to ^ 
gFTF TTF 4 to tol# toto ^ tot# tor w? I cicifto ttr tt 4 to Ftor 
SRntoi FT FTEFi# tor totot 4 ttcttf 4 t % ff to toto ^ Mf# Fto 4 to 

3RF ftor toto 4 TTTF TWFF Fi^ sfiT 14 FRTTTT, 2007 4 3# 4 3TFI4 4 to 3nto3nTFF3jt 
FT toto Fto 4 to ^FF 3jtT 3RF FTTlto sM 44 TTFF FTT Fltom 4 Tjlto 41 

f 4 3rtor FT, FFFTT3)ltT?r4 34 443{|^4Te1 ^ "^TO 400 F# 44?, 4 FT 4 ^^4 cTRTF# FTFTF 
^ TIH | 4h 4 to toFI FTF FTTFto fto 11 3l1toFF toto FT 3# FT# -WTri 4^3lPflFT, F# 
4toFT toTcT FITT FFf^flTr ^ FTFr FRTito Rrto 3Il4M FTFT 3itT ^ 311^44 FTFT ^ 4 

Rrto FT^rr f> 3rgFTTT ft 11 3itt: f44 yrntor fttt FTmito toFT FTto fti lto!r 4 Fto 4 
to Ttoto tor fft 1 1 


(X). 


(i, wall#* ^ ^ sPfer it ^ URT wtfei at 

sfifei ^ !t 5 ^ traraat ^ fitx; 15 wft, 2007 14 anrei. 2007 a<p fR?} awR "R «) 400/- 

afcr aRiR<M tiRt 'itjei fif! 'il't-i'llil w uwi'i 1 

' (ii). wtar^ 3ft7 ^ n ^ 

"aitlftgrt 515^ 3ft7 IlftTIFt -•« * ftti; 15 'Wft, 2007 ^ 750 400/- aRiRwTifti 

ac^ sPSto it (Tsftmi aitTft^ * ai^AstRiITtaft iJ; iRjjt Ktt ant^i 571 iR w is 

2007 ^ ^ W^' I 

(iii) at Tram « omft t w 

ar ^ Witt TrftHT ^ ^ Ptftm ^ * afiRict t iilMaf, aft at^ ft, t#5t rto afR sir 

(iv) aiaaiM ^Tramtli5nittf»^aRiM gpfeif t to W'^ ^ afR ^ ^ 

OTia Twa an iraftt^ ttr Wfer ait afrt 14 aw, 2007 tt amt ift aalii a? aija^iR^aatl 

^ ar at Pratw it RTO atfr aw sRiPtai «# « TTO 577 

11,2. a® 400 afii <t^^,at atgatfei aa?f ar at ttmi is unrra, 2007 ^ Taa: t Ttara ft aiF^tf 1 

3 T. ?(. 4 Pl<^fR , 

[1WFHIII/IV/143/2007/3TOIT. ] 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 

notification 

Mumbai, the 9th July, 2007 

No. TAMP/23/2007-JNPT.— In exercise of the powers conferrd by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the 
iJawaharlai Nehru Port Trust for fixation of charges for Inter Terminal Rail Handling Operations of ICD 
containers at the container terminals in JNPT as in the Order appended hereto.. 


SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/23/2007-JNPT 


iThe Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 


(Passed on this 28th day of June, 2007) 

This case relates to a proposal from Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) for fixation of 
charges for Inter Terminal Rail Handling Operations (ITRHO) of tCD containers at JNPT. 

2 1 The Container Shipping Lines Association (India) (CSLA) brought to the notice of this 

Authority vide its e-mail dated 13 February 2007 a proposal of the terminals at o NPT to ^ ^e ^ 
'Rs 400 on every Inland Container Depot (ICD) container handled to compensate for the new procedure 
adopted by thVterminals to handle mixed trains. While the CSLA is supportive o the rn"^^ 
proposed for operations, it requested that the proposed rate should have the approval of this Authority 
andThat neces^ry safeguards should be in place for monitoring and subsequent review of this charge. 

2 2 With reference to the above communication of CSLA. we requested JNPT to confifm 

the position and to bring-out the provisions in the approved Scale of Rates of JNPT permitting such a 
levy^ JNPT was also requested to ensure that only the rates approved by this Authority are levied at its 
terminal as well as at the other terminals operated by the licensees of JNPT. 

2.3. In the meanwhile, the JNPT referring to the communication dated 13 February 2007 of 

CSLA, made the following submissions: 
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(i) . Rail handling operations within the port terminals Is an integral part of port operations 

which has got wider ramifications on the turn around time of the vessels. The issue of 
additional cost involved in performing additional activity to handle containers of mixed 
trains was arrived at between the terminal operators and the port users by the 
members of the committee formulated in the meeting held on 19 August 2006 wherein 
Additional Secretary, Ministry of Commerce, Govt, of India was also present. 

(ii) . CSLA is one of the signatories from the port users side which submitted the final 

recommendations for levy of Rs.400 on every ICD container handled at JNPT. 

(iii) . In accordance with the Trade Notice issued, the common Rail operator charge will be 

levied with effect from 15 February 2007. 

(iv) , JNPT is approaching TAMP in due course of time in accordance with the provisions 

available to go ahead with levy of such charge with concurrence between both the 
parties. ’ 

2.4. In response to e-maii dated 14 February 2007 of JNPT, the port was advised on 21 

February 2007 to file its proposal for levy of CRO charges. The JNPT was also requested to furnish 
documentary evidence showing the consent of users for the proposed rates and working for the 
proposed rates. 

3.1 In this backdrop, the JNPT has filed a proposal dated 12 April 2007 for levy of charge 

of Rs.400 per ICD container towards Inter Terminal Rail Handling operations. 

3.2. Relevant points brought out in the documents attached with the proposal are given 

below: 

(i). In view of imbalance between import and export cargo and mushrooming of iCDs there 
is an increase in percentage of mixed rakes being handled at JNPT. 


(ii). The turn around time of mixed rake is beyond normal as compared to a dedicated rake 
due to the factors like delay in arrival of other terminal’s trailers during the course of 
train handling, necessity to give priority to dedicated trains, etc., 

{iii). (a). Based on a proposal filed by CONCOR to have a common rail operator inside 
JNPT, the port opted for a Common Mixed Rail Operator (CMRO) inside the 
port premises at an additional cost of Rs.1300/- per TEU to meet the cost of 
the following additional activities: 


Transpor1;ation to Buffer yard after rail discharge 
Off-loading by using equipments at buffer yard 
Delivery by using equipment from Buffer yard 


Rs. 500 
Rs. 400 



(b) . In the CMRO option, only mixed train operation will be handed over to the 

common operator at an exclusive facility and all dedicated trains will continue 
to be handled by the respective terminal operators. 

(c) . The Board of Trustees of JNPT approved the proposal in its meeting held on 5 

May 2006 to approach TAMP for levy of Rs.1300 per TEU towards additional 
cost involved for performing additional activities while handling other terminals’ 
containers that arrives in a mixed rake at JNPT. 

(iv) Since there was no consensus on CMRO, JNPT constituted a committee comprising 
members from JNPT. MANSA', CSLA, NSICT, GTtPL, CONCOR and Railways to arrive 
at an amicable solution. 

(v) . The additional cost was the bone of,contention between the terminal operators and the 

users. 

(vi) . The issue of common Rail Operator at JNPT was discussed in the meeting held on 19 

August 2006 chaired by Chairman, JNPT whereat the Additional Secretary, Ministry of 
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Commerce was also present A core committee consisting of representatives of JNPT, 

MANSA CSLA, NSICT, GTIPL and CONCOR was constituted to arrive, at the fee to be 
levied for carrying out additional activities while handling containers of one terminal by 
the other terminal to enable JNPT to implement Inter Terminal Rail Handling Operation 

(ITRHO). 


The core committee deliberated on two options. The options and the views of 
the committee thereupon are tabulated below; 


' Option 

1 No. 

Description 

Views of the committee 

i 

- ^ —— ^— ■——I 

1 1 
j 

Additional financial implication of 
Rs 1300 per TEU shall be collected by 
respective terminals from their 
concerned shipping lines and pay back 
to other terminals in accordance with 
activity performed through 

“reconciliation’'. 

Members of MANSA and CSLA felt that levy [ 
of additional cost of Rs 1300 per TEU can j 
neither be collected by shioplng lines from the 
consignees subsequent to handling of a i 
mixed container as the shipping tines come to | 
know about the real status of the container j 
; {whether mixed or dedicated container) only 
after handling activity is finished nor can be | 
absorbed by shipping lines. 1 

L 

1 ^ 

j 

i 

i 

The additional amount of Rs 1300 per 
TEU shall be distributed over the entire 
ICD traffic and this amount shall be 
collected by receiving terminal from its 
concerned shipping line and pay back 
to handling terminal through 

reconciliation. 

Since the additional cost to be collected | 
towards additional activities likely to be j 
performed while handling a container by one 
terminal for the other terminal is distributed 
over the entire ICD volume passing through 
JNPT. Option 2 seems to be more 
appropriate, workable, practical and hassle 
free. 


The mixed volume out of total iCD volume during the period January 2005 to 
December 2005 was 12%. The cost per TEU considering container mix of 
12% 18% 24% to maximum of 30% over the entire ICD volume while handling' 
mixed rake at JNPCT or NSICT or GTIPL is arrived at as follows: 


Year 

Projected 1 Expected ^ 
total [ ICD 

volume in 1 volume in 
TEUs 1 TEUs 
j (30% of A) 

Handling of ^ 
mixed volume 
in TEUs 
(in%age of B) 

Additional | 
cost for mix 
cargo in Rs 
(D-1300 xC) 

Levy of 
additional 
cost per 
TEU 
(in Rs. ) 


'A ■' ! B 

c 1 

D JIj 

I E=D/B 

1 

1,18.800(12%) 

154.440,000 

156 

1 2006- 07 

1 

1 

3,330,000 1 990,000 

1,78,200(18%) 

2,37,600(24%) 

2,97,000(30%) 

231 -660,000_ 
" 308,880,000 
386.1QO.OQO_ 

234 
"312 ’ 
390 ' 


(viii). 


iX). 


The committee made the following recommendations: 

(a) . To implement ITRHO. 

(b) Considering a maximum of 30% of volume passing through JNPT, the charges 
for performing additional activities to be levied over the entire ICD volume 
{handled through rail) to Shipping Lines shall be charged at (rounded off) 
Rs,400/-perTEU. 

(c) To issue a Trade Notice to keep the Port Users informed at least one month in 
advance prior to implementation of ITRHO and levy of additional cost, 

(d) . To approach TAMP separately in accordance with the provisions available to 

go ahead with levy of such charges with concurrence between both the parties 

(e) . To review levy of Rs.400/- per TEU after a period of six months in tine with the 

variance to the percentage of mixed cargo. 

In accordance with the recommendations of the committee a Trade Notice dated 17 
January 2007 was issued for commencement of ITRHO with effect from 5 February 
2007 and to levy Rs.400 per TEU (exclusive of taxes) for the enfre ICD volume 
passing through the respective terminals in addition to the existing Scale of Rates 
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(x). ITRHO has commenced with effect from 15 February 2007 in consensus with NSICT 
and GTIPL. Subsequent to implementation of ITRHO, the average dwell time of ICD 
containers by rail in March 2007 is only 2.45 days as against 3 60 days prior to ITRHO. 

4. The JNPT has requested this Authority to approve levy of Rs.400 per TEU (exclusive of 

taxes) for the entire ICD Volume passing through the respective terminal in addition to the existing 
Scale of Rates with effect from 15 February 2007 as mutually agreed by the port/ terminals and the' 
concerned users. The rate of Rs.400 per TEU is proposed to be reviewed after a period of six months in 
line with the variance in the percentage of mixed containers. 


5 . 1 . The JNPT proposal was registered as a tariff case. In accordance with the consultative 
procedure prescribed, a copy of the proposal from the JNPT was forwarded to the Nhava-Sheva 
International. Container Terminal Limited (NStCT), Gateway Terminals India Private Limited (GTIPL) 
and the concerned user organizations for their comments. 

5.2. A copy each of the comments received from the private terminals and the users were 
forwarded to JNPT as feed back information except the comrhents of CSLA since their comments are 
not received within the time before closure of the case. However, the comments furnished by CSLA are 
taken on record for analysis of the case. 


5.3. The JNPT has responded to the comments of NSICT &. GTIPL and stated that the port 

fully concurs with the views of NSICT and GTIPL. The port has reiterated that the ITRHO for handling of 
mixed trains at JNPT is a consensus proposal. 

5 In the preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, it was found that additional information/ 

clarifications were required from JNPT. Accordingly, JNPT was requested to furnish the additional 
informadon/ clarifications. A summary of the queries raised by us and the replies furnished by JNPT 
are tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 


(i). 


Queries raised by TAMP 


The proposed rate of Rs.400/- per TEU for 
Inter Terminal Rail Handling Operations 
(ITRHO) of ICD containers has been arrived 
at by Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) 
taking into consideration.- presumably the 
aggregate of TEUs estimated for the year 
2006-07 at its own terminal and at terminals 
operated by NSICT and GTIPL. In this 
regard, please furnish / clarif/ the following; 

(a). Since the year 2006-07 is already over, 
the actual total container traffic in terms, of 
TEUs handled at the JNPT container terminal 
and at container terminals ooerated by NSICT 
and GTIPL may be furnished separately for 
the year 2006-07. 


(b). Similar information for the 
2003-04 to 2005-06 may be furnished. 


years 


(c). JNPT has proposed to review the 
proposed rate of Rs.400/- oer TEU after six 
months from 15 February 2007. This means 
the proposed rate will be in operation till 15 
August 2007 in the financial year 2007-08. 
Therefore, total container traffic in terms of 
TEUs estimated to be handled at the JNPT 
container terminal and at the container 
terminals of NSICT and GTIPL may be 
furnished separately for the year 2007‘Q8l._^ — 


Reply furnished by JNPT 


Actual Total Container Traffic handled at 

JNPT, NSICT & GTIPL in terms TEUs 

during the year 2006-07 

JNPT - 13,05,062 TEUs 

NSICT - 13,59,125 TEUs 

GTIPL - 6.34,134 TEUs 

Total 32.98.321 TEUs 


Similar information for the years 2003-04 to 
2005-06 are tabulated below: 


Year 

JNPT 

NSICT 

GTI 

2003-04 

1038434 

1230555 

- 

2004-05 

1138868 

1232470 

- 

2005-06 

1338982 

1323801 

3920* 


*commissioned in March 2006 


The total container traffic in terms of TEUs 
estimated to be handled at JNPCT, NSICT 


Sr No 

Terminal 

Traffic 

i 1 

JNPT 

12.00,000 

2 

NSICT 

■ 13,00,000 

3 

GTI 

10.00,-000 

Total 

35.00,000 
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(d). The volume of I CD containers out of 
total, containers handled during the years 
2003-04 to 2006-07 and estimated to be 
'handled during the year 2007-08 in terms of 
TEUs may be furnished terminal-wise. . 


The volume of ICD containers in TEUs out 
of total containers handled during the years 
2003-04 to 2006-07 and estimated to be 
handled during 2007-08, terminal-wise is i 
given below: | 

(TEUs in Lakhs) 


(e). The volume of mixed ICD containers 
out of the total ICD containers- handled during 
the year 2003-04 to 2006-07 and estimated to 
be handled during 2007-08 terminal wise, , 



JNPT 

NSICT 

GTI _I 

YEAR 

TOTAL 

ICO 

TOTAL 

ICD 

TOTAL 

iCD 



2.77^ 

12.31 





11.39 


^12.32 




05-06 

13.39 

3.16 

13.24 

3.62 

0.04 

.002 


13.05 

3.04 

13^^ 

^66_ 

6.34 



12.00 

2.88 


3_^ 

10.00 

2.30_ 


The volume of mixed ICD containers in’] 
TEUs out of total ICD containers handled | 
during the 2003-04 to 2006-07 and j 
estimated to be handled during the 2007-08 | 
Terminal-wise is as follows; I 

( TEUs in lakhs) | 


"(f)” In the tight of queries at (a) to (e) 
above, the proposed rate of Rs.400 per TEU 
may be reviewecl 


YEAR 

JNPT 

Tracks 

NSIGT 

Tracks 



GTt 

Tracks 

! 

Total 

ICD 

Mix od 

% 

Age 

TotaliMixe 
ICd| d 

% 

Age 

Total 

ICD 

Mixed 

t 

% 

Age I 

03-04 

3.15 

0.52 

16.49 

298 

0.14 

453 

- 

- 

__J 

04-05 

2.99 

0,47 

15.57 

3,20 

0.17 

5.41 

- 

- 


05-06 

3.36 

0.49 

14.60 

342 

0.29 

8.42 

- 



j 06-07 

3.48 

1.06 

30.47 

3.12 

0.67 

18.10 

1.57 

0.57, 

42.55 

07-08 

__ 

i3.25 

100 

31.00 

3.13 

0.57 

18.0^2 30 

0.99 

L. — 

43.00 


At the time of computation of the rate to be 
levied per TEU. the perdentage of handling 
of mixed volume in TEUd was to the tune of 



Month 

Total r Mixfed 

% of mix 

; 


ICD 

handling 

car^o 

cargo 

j 

May 06 

65907 ^ 

n3883 

21 06 


June 06 

64127 

16^9'! 

25.56 


July 06 

68647 

18379 

26.77 


Aug 06 

65342 

15365 

23.51 


[Averse 

66006 

16005 

24.23 



___ 

___ 

-1 


container trains with mixed cargo 
subsequent implementcition of CRO, the 
percentage of mixed cargo was taken as 
30% of the expected ICD volume to be 
handled while arriving, at Rs.400/- per TEU 
It is pertinent to note that CONCOR had 
made all efforts to take over handling of ICD 
boxes inside the Poft Terminal where 
handling of containers arriving by Trains is 
considered to be an integral part of Port 
Vessel Operations, When CONCOR‘s take 
over efforts did not turn fruitful, it was 
obvious to expect placement of more and 
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(if). 


more number ot mixed trains. Subsequent 

to implementation of CRO, the placement of 
mixed trains at JNPT Terminals is on the 
increasing side as brought out below: 



JNPT 

(All three terminals) 


76.85% 


83,89% 


86.20% 


the cost per TEU leviable on the ICD 
container to meet the cost of additional 
activities required in respect of mixed ICD 
containers depends on the proportion of 
estimated ICD volume out of the total volume 
and estimated mixed containers out of the 
total ICD containers handled at the terminals 
including the private terminals, as per the 
computation furnished by JNPT. In this 
context, please clarify / furnish the following: 

(a). The basis for the quantum of 30% 
ICD volume out of the total volume. 


(b). JNPT has stated that the volume of 
mixed ICD containers out of the total ICD 
containers was 12% during the period from 
January 2005 to December 2005. That being 
so, the reason for considering a higher 
volume of 30% mixed ICD containers out of 
the total ICD containers may be explained 
with basis for 30% considered in the 
computation. 


The JNPT has derived the proposed rate of 
Rs.400 per TEU from the rate of Rs.lSOO per 
TEU, This base rate of Rs.1300 per TEU is 
reportedly to carry out additional activities for 
handling one ICD container arrived on a 
mixed rake. The basis for the rate of Rs.1300 
per TEU may be furnished. If it is as per the 
existing Scale of Rates of JNPT, reference to 
the tariff item(s) may be furnished with 
workings for the rate of Rs. 1300 per TEU. 


(a). At the time of computation of the rate 
to be levied per TEU. the percentage of 
handling of mixed volume in TEUs was to 
the tune of 24% of the total ICD volume as 
brought out under ‘Reply to point (i) (f)’. 
Envisaging placement of more and more 
number of container trains with mixed cargo 
subsequent implementation of CRO, the 
percentage of mixed cargo was envisaged 
and considered as 30%. of the expected 
ICD volume to be handled while arriving at 
Rs 400/- per TEU. 


(b). The reply is furnished at (i)(f) and (!i)(a). 


The basis for the rate Rs.1300/- is brought 
out in our earlier letter dtd. 12.04.2007. 
However the same is furnished herewith: 


Transportation to Buffer yard after raii 
discharge 

Rs.500. 

Off-loading by-using equipments at 
buffer yard 

Rs.400 

Delivery by using equipment from 
Buffer yard 

Rs.400 

, 

Rs.1,300 


The following tariff items in line with the 
scale of rates of JNPCT prevailing at the 
time (Aug 2006} of fixation of charges for 
ITRHO may please be referred to 
“From Container yard to Railway flat or vice 
versa (ICD container Rail only) Rs.1300” 
The break up for the above is consider as: • 
Lift-On (Rail discharge) -Rs.400.00. 
Transportation -Rs.500.00 

Lift-Off (in the CY) -Rs.4Q0.Q0 
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The JNPT is requested to furnish a draft 
Scale of Rate for the proposed rate with 
conditionalities to govern the rate. 


It is proposed to adopt the following scale of 
rates. The only condition that governs the 
rate is nothing but the percentage of mix of 
cargo likely to be handled at JNPT 
Envisaging 30%, we are levying currently 
Rs. 400/- (Rs.390/- rounded off to Rs.400/-) 
per TEU. If the percentage of mixed cargo 
reaches 35%, the rate shpti be Rs.455/- per 
TEU and so on as brought out below; 


% of mix cargo 


Additional cost 
per TEU (in Rs) 

i I 12 _ 156 

^ I 18 234 n 

I _24__ : 312 

_^_ 390 

1 35 _ 455 _ 

40 520 _' 

I L _45_ 585 _ 

I r. " s o" i '' 650 ! ! 

(JNPT has furnished calculation for arriving 
__a t the a bove rates .) _ _ 

7 A joint hearing in this case was held on 19 June 2007 at the office of this Authority. At 

the joint hearing, the JNPT, NSICT and the user organisations made their submissions. 


i 8. (i). From the submissions made at the joint hearing, it appears that CONCOR is under a _ 

contractual obligation to deliver the containers at the nominated terminal If it is so, the 
cost of inter terminal transfer can be taken to have been included in the haulage 
charges levied by CONCOR.’ The CONCOR has been advised to furnish its response 
in this regard by 3 July 2007. 

(ii) The NSICT and GTIPL, private terminal operators at JNPT, have requested that a 
provision for the levy of a tariff item in reference also to be included in their respective 
Scale of Rates as they also provide the relevant services at the rail yard attached to 
their terminals 

(iii) . The JNPT and other two terminals have been advised to furnish a cost analysis to 

show that the expenditure incurred by it in moving a container from its rail yard to the 
other terminals’ buffer yard or vice-versa is Rs.1300 per TEU.^ The JNPT has been 
advised to furnish a comprehensive analysis including the position reported by the 
private terminal operators by 3 July 2007. 

^ 9 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 

office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments niade by the concerned 
; parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will be made available at our 
website http://tariffauthority gov-in 


10 , With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this case, 

the following position emerges: 

(i). The tariff setting arrangement envisaged in the MPT Act “requires all tariffs to be 
approved and notified by this Authority before their implementation at the major ports 
and the private terminals operating thereat. There may be occasions where a business 
opportunity arises for which there may not be any approved tariff. In order to provide 
for such contingency, the major ports and the private terminals are permitted to levy the 
proposed tariff on an ad-hoc basis simultaneously with the submission of a proposal to 
♦ this Authority, as stipulated in the revised tariff guidelines. 
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it appears that the proposed rate has been implemented based on the 
recommendations of a committee constituted by JNPT, Though we do not question the 
veracity of recommendations of the committee, the recommendations of such 
committee cannot be seen to have authorised either the JNPT or the private operators 
thereat to levy any rate. 

The recommendations of the said Committee which reportedly formed basis for 
introduction of the proposed charge were made in September 2006. JNPT has issued 
a Trade notice to introduce the proposed rate in January 2007 and the proposed rates 
are being recovered since February 2007. As required by the revised tariff guidelines, 
^•; no proposal was, however, filed at this point of time. 'Only after it was pointed out by 
CSLA and a reference was made by this Authority, JNPT filed this proposal in April 
200.7, a good three months after its announcement to introduce this charge and about 
two months after commencement of actual recovery. 

Perhaps, taking cue from JNPT, the private terminal operators - NSICT and GTIPL - 
did not even, bother to approach this Authority. Only when the JNPT proposal was 
forwarded to them for their comments and the need to include a similar provision in 
their Scale of Rates v/as pointed out, they have suggested a suitable provision to be 
included in their Scale of Rates too. 

It is needless to: point out that JNPT is not just another operator but a statutory 
authority having an obligation to ensure compliance of the provisions of MPT Act within 
its area of jurisdicjiion. If the port trust itself is in default, the question of advising it to 
take suitable action against other players for violation of the MPT Act provisions does 
not arise. 

: . Strictly speaking, for the reasons explained above, this Authority could have refused to 
take up this case for according retrospective approval to the charges introduced at 
JNPT since 15 February 2007. Nevertheless, presuming that the present case is a 
result, of unintended administrative procedural lapse at JNPT, this Authority takes a 
lenient view and take up this case for retrospective approval. 

(ij). The notified Scale of Rates of JNPT contains a provision to levy charges for handling 
and-movement of ICO containers between rail yard to container yard or vice-versa. 
The IGD containers are brought by CONCOR by rail from various ICDs to the container 
terminals at JNPT. It appears that the CONCOR, apart from operating dedicated trains 
to the designated container terminal, also operates mixed trains for simultaneous 
movement of COntainei''s designated for more than one container terminal^ When an 
ICO container, nominated for one particular terminal, is delivered by CONCOR at the 
rail yard of any one of the remaining two terminals, inter terminal trarisfer of container 
becomes necessary entailing additional activity and so, additional cost. The proposal 
in reference to levy additional charge has emerged because of CONCOR operating 
trains for movement of mixed ICD containers. 

\ 

(iii) . (a). As endorsed by the terminal operators and users, the JNPT proposal is a 

mutually agreed proposal. In fact, the. proposal has emerged out of the 
recommendations of a committee of relevant stakeholders. As brought out by 
the users in the proceeding before this Authority, they do not find any other 
alternative to break the stalemate arising out of CONCOR handling mixed 
trains. 

(b). The subsequent objection raised by the CSLA, one of the parties to the agreed 
rate, is on a different footing. No doubt, there will be more inter-terminal 
moves when the incidence of mixed train increases which will entail increase in 
additional cost from the proposed level of Rs.400 per TEU. But. the proposal in 
reference is to levy rate of Rs.400 per TEU which is a rate agreed by all users 
including CSLA. 

(iv) . There cannot be two opinion on the fact that a terminal undertakes additional activity to 

handle the ICD containers which are designated to other terminals but land at its facility 
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brought in by mixed trains. Obviously, the terminals would incur additional cost to the 
additional activity. It is an additional burden to the users whose ICD containers may 
land at a terminal where they should not, when such additional cost is passed on to 
them. 

(v) . Notwithstanding their consent to the proposal in reference, the users argue that it is the 

responsibility of CONCOR to deliver the ICD containers to the designated container 
terminals. If it is so,, the CONCOR may be under an obligation to deliver the ICD 
containers to the designated container terminal at its cost, when such ICD containers 
are brought by mixed trains. But, we are not aware of the contractual obligations of the- 
CONCOR regarding delivery of ICD containers brought by mixed trains. The CONCOR 
has been requested to clarify the position and its response is awaited; It is relevant to 
consider the point made by CSLA about tack of serious efforts to rectuce mixed trains. 
CONCOR which enjoys till now a dominant position in inland haulage should pay 
focussed attention to this issue. The additional financiaf burden on the trade cannot be 
perpetuated and every attempt should be made to reduce it gradually; from the present 
level. 

(vi) . An additional cost of Rs.1300 per TEU has been estimated to handle the ICD 

containers moved in the mixed trains. This means that those ICD cofitainers moved in 
the mixed train may have to bear the entire estimated 'cost of Rs.1300. if such ICD 
containers land at a wrong destination. Since the users may not have any control over 
the decision of the carrier to move the container either by dedicated train or by mixed 
train and subsequent handling activities required to move the ICD container to the 
designated container yard, it is equitable to spread the cost of additional activity to the 
entire volume of ICD containers In view of this position, this Authority is inclined to 
endorse the proposai.of the JNPT to spread the cost of additional activity to the entire 
ICD volume. 

(vii) . The proposal is for levying the tariff for a period of six months with effect from 15 

February 2007, initially. As brought out earlier, the port and the private operators 
undertake additional activity and they are entitled to recover add tional cost incurred 
towards such additional activity. Pending the cost details regarding to and fro 
movement an ICD container to the designated buffer yard from the respective rail yard 
of the terminals to be furnished by the JNPT, this Authority is inclined to approve on the 
agreed rate of Rs,400 per TEU as ad-hoc rate leviable for the period from 15 February 
2007 to 14 August 2007. The cost details to be furnished by the JNPT terminals will be 
analysed for determining the rate td be fixed for the subsequent- period If any 
adjustment in the rate of Rs.400 per TEU is to be effected, it will be bone while fixing 
the rate for the subsequent period. 

(viii). As stated in the preceding paragraph, the proposal of JNPT is for levying of the 
proposed rate for a period of six months with effect from 15 Februa:^ 2007. Therefore, 
the rate approved shall remain valid till 14 August 2007 and the validity of the rate shall 
automatically lapse thereafter. The JNPT is advised to furnish all details relevant for 
fixation of rate leviable for ITRHO at its terminal and at NSICT and GTIPL by 20 July 
2007 tor fixation of rate for the period subsequent to 14 August 2007, It will be useful if 
the same core committee which recommended the current rate considers the rates to 
be levied for the next 6 month period. 

(ix). The turn around time of a mixed train is reported to be higher than that as compared to 
a dedicated train. With the ITRHO in place, the turn around time of mixed train is 
expected to improve. Incidentally, JNPT has reported improvement in dwell time of ICD 
containers after introduction of ITRHO. It would be advisable to have a predetermined 
benchmark level prescribed for turn around time of mixed trains. This benchmark level 
shall be binding on all the three container terminal operators. The-JNPT is advised to 
co-ordinate with the other private terminals to fix such a bench-mark level and 
communicate to this Authority while furnishing the cost and other relevant details for 
fixation of rate for ITRHO beyond the period from 14 August 2007, 
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(x). At our request, the NS4CT and GTIPL have proposed a draft scale for inclusion of the 
rate of R$.400 per TEU in their respective Scale of Rates. Apart from the cost incurred 
towards additional activity, the rate per TEU depends on the actual mix of ICD volume 
in the total volume handled by a terminal and the proportion of mixed volume out of 
total ICD volume: Therefore, the draft Scale of Rate proposed by the private operators 
is modified suitably to reflect this position. 

111 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based'on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority approves the following; 

(i) . The proposal of the JNPT to levy an additional amount of Rs.400/- per TEU 

from 15 February 2007 to 14 August 2007 on ad-hoc basis towards Inter 
Terminal Rail Handling Operations of ICD containers moved by rail at the 
terminal of JNPT, NSICT and GTIPL 

(ii) . Insertion of the following in the respective Scale of Rates of JNPT. NSICT and 

GTIPL: 

“Additional amount of Rs.400/- per TEU will be charged for ITRHO of 
ICD containers handled at the respective terminal towards additional 
handling and transportation services from 15 February 2007. This rate 
is subject to review every six months from 15 February 2007. 

(iii) . The JNPT is advised to furnish the cost and other relevant details including 

changes, if any, in the percentage of mixed trains for half yearly review of rate 
for ITRHO in consultation with NSICT & GTIPL at least 3 weeks before the 
expiry of the approved rate. 

(iv) . The JNPT is advised to co-ordinate with the other private terminals and fix a 

bench-mark level of turn-around time for mixed trains and communicate to this 
Authority while furnishing the cost and other relevant details for fixation of rate 
for ITRHO beyond the period from 14 August 2007. 

112. The validity of the approved ad-hoc rate of Rs.400 per TEU will automatically expire 

on 15 August 2007, 

A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
{ADVT lll/IV/143/2007/Exty.] 
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